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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This final office action is in response to the amendment filed 18 April 2005. 

2. Claims 1-36 are pending. Claims 1,12, and 23 are independent claims. Claims 
34-36 have been added by the amendment of 18 April 2005. The rejection of claims 6- 
8, 17-19, and 28-30 under 35 U.S.C. 112 has been withdrawn as necessitated by the 
amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-10, 12-21, and 23-32 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dardailler (Textual Equivalents, 1998) in further view of Raz (US 
6292827, 2001) and Abbott et al. (US 2002/0087525, publish 2002, application 2001, 
hereafter Abbott). 

5. As per independent claim 1 , Dardailler discloses a destination service which 
obtains portions of text in the information (pages 3-4, Image OCR: Here, Dardailler 
discloses obtaining the text in an image through an OCR method). Dardailler further 
discloses a browser (page 1 , paragraph 1). Dardailler fails to disclose: 

• A client computer coupled to a network 
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• A server computer coupled to a network 

• Information associated with a client computer 

• Storing information associated with a user of the client computer 

Raz discloses the system for identifying and extracting text in a distributed 
processing environment, comprising: 

• A client computer coupled to a network (column 1 , lines 39-51 ) 

• A server computer coupled to a network, the server computer being operative to 
provide web content to the client computer (column 1 , lines 39-51 ) 

• Information associated with a client computer (column 2, lines 5-10) 

Abbott further discloses storing information associated with a client computer, such that 
text is used to modify the web content for presentation to the user view the web browser 
(paragraphs 0040, 0046, and 0048: Here, a context awareness model gathers 
information about the user and the user's environment, including the computing 
environment (client). This information is then used to formulate search criteria for 
information to push to the user. This information is then received and presented to the 
user; paragraph 0051 : Here, a user profile is used to store information about a user). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Dardailler's system comprising a browser and 
obtaining text information with Raz's system comprising coupling a client and server to a 
network, and further with Abbott's system comprising storing a user profile, since it 
would have allowed a user to store information about his/her preferences in a 
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networked system while maintaining the ability to browse the information and obtain text 
data from the profile at a later time. 

As per dependent claim 2, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Dardailler 
further discloses the method wherein the text is extracted from the information using 
optical character recognition (pages 3-4, Image OCR). 

As per dependent claim 3, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Dardailler 
further discloses the system wherein the text is represented by a text rendition of an 
internal representation of an indicated region of the text (pages 3-4, Image OCR: Here 
an image containing text that can be detected is a text rendition of an internal 
representation of an indicated region of text). 

As per dependent claim 4, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Dardailler 
further discloses the system wherein the information associated with the user of the 
client computer is graphical information that includes textual information (pages 3-4, 
Image OCR: Here, an image contains textual information). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott's system for storing 
information associated with a user with Dardailler's system for storing information about 
a user as graphical information that includes textual information, since it would have 
allowed a user to store the information associated with a user in a non-proprietary 
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format so that the information can be transported from one client computer to another 
client computer. 

As per dependent claim 5, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 4, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Dardailler 
further discloses the system wherein the graphical information is identified using a 
uniform resource locator (URL) (pages 1-3, multiple cases to consider: Here, multiple 
options for using a URL to disclose an image on a network are disclosed). 

As per dependent claim 6, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Abbott further 
discloses the system wherein the information is specific to a user of a client computer 
(paragraph 0051: Here, a user profile, specific to a user, is stored). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott's system for 
extracting text in a distributed environment with Abbott's system wherein the information 
is specific to a user, since it would have allowed a user to store information associated 
with a user in a non-proprietary format so that the information can be transported from 
one client computer to another client computer. 

As per dependent claim 7, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Abbott further 
discloses the system wherein the information resides on the client computer (paragraph 
0020). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott's system for 
extracting text in a distributed environment with Abbott's system wherein the information 
resides on the client computer, since it would have allowed a user to access information 
specific to the user without downloading the data from the network. 

As per dependent claim 8, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Raz further 
discloses the system wherein the information resides remote from the client computer 
(column 2, lines 39-51: Here, the database system stores the information remote from 
the client). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott's system for 
extracting text in a distributed environment with Raz's system storing information remote 
from a client computer, since it would have allowed a user to work at a client computer 
with limited resources such as memory. 

As per dependent claim 9, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Dardailler 
further discloses the system wherein the destination services uses a code portion in the 
browser to obtain the portions of text in the information (pages 1-6: Here, the browser 
takes the HTML as input and attempts to come up with text for images and other HTML 
elements through the use of techniques including: Image Comments, Image Pattern, 
Image OCR, Server Side Image Map Loop, and others disclosed on pages 1-6). 
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As per dependent claim 10, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Dardailler 
further discloses the system wherein the destination service uses the server to directly 
access and obtain portions of text in the information (page 4, Server Side Image Map 
Loop: Here, a server emulates clicks in order to obtain documents which can then be 
sorted to obtain text information). 

As per independent claim 12, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 1 . Claim 12 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 13, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 2. Claim 13 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 14, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 3. Claim 14 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 15, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 4. Claim 15 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 16, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 5. Claim 16 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 17, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 6. Claim 17 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 18, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 7. Claim 18 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 19, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 8. Claim 19 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 
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As per dependent claim 20, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 9. Claim 20 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 21 , the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 10. Claim 21 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per independent claim 23, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 1 . Claim 23 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 24, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 2. Claim 24 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 25, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 3. Claim 25 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 26, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 4. Claim 26 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 27, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 5. Claim 27 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 28, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 6. Claim 28 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 
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As per dependent claim 29, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 7. Claim 29 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 30, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 8. Claim 30 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 31 , the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 9. Claim 31 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

As per dependent claim 32, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 10. Claim 32 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott. 

6. Claims 11, 22, and 33 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott in further view of Quass et al. (US 
2002/0083068, printed 2002, filed 2001, hereafter Quass). 

As per dependent claim 1 1 , Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Dardailler, 
Raz, and Abbott fail to specifically disclose the system wherein portions of text in the 
information are used to complete a web page form. However, Quass discloses the 
system wherein portions of text in the information are used to complete a web page 
form (paragraph 0029). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott's system for 
identifying and extracting text with Quass's system for completing web forms, since it 
would have allowed a user to automatically visit pages hidden behind forms (Quass: 
paragraph 0029). 

As per dependent claim 22, the applicant discloses the method for execution on 
the system of claim 1 1 . Claim 22 is thusly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, Abbott, and 
Quass. 

As per dependent claim 33, the applicant discloses the computer readable 
medium having a program for execution on the system of claim 1 1 . Claim 33 is thusly 
rejected under Dardailler, Raz, Abbott, and Quass. 

7. Claims 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott in further view of Microsoft® Outlook 2000 (1999, hereafter 
Outlook). 

As per dependent claim 34, Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Dardailler, 
Raz, and Abbott fail to specifically disclose: 

• The web content comprises an address that is to be provided by the user 

• The destination service obtains the address by searching the information for a 
graphical representation of an envelope comprising the address 

However, Outlook discloses: 
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• The web content comprises an address that is to be provided by the user (page 
1 : Here, a user enters a name to find within the address book) 

• The destination service obtains the address by searching the information for a 
graphical representation of an envelope comprising the address (pages 1-3: 
Here, the address is found within the address book. The user can then create a 
new message to be sent to the user. Finally, an envelope icon will be used) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Dardailler, Raz, and Abbott's system with 
Outlook's system, since it would have allowed a user to easily send content to another 
user. 

As per dependent claim 35, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 34. Claim 35 is similarly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, Abbott, and Outlook. 

As per dependent claim 36, the applicant discloses the limitations similar to those 
in claim 34. Claim 36 is similarly rejected under Dardailler, Raz, Abbott, and Outlook. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 18 April 2005, with respect to claims 1-33, have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. The applicant argues that the references 
fail to disclose the limitations of claims 1,12, and 23 (pages 2, 3, and 4 respectively), 
specifically the limitation of modifying the content for presentation. However, Abbott 
discloses this limitation (paragraphs 0040, 0046, and 0048: Here, a context awareness 
model gathers information about the user and the user's environment, including the 
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computing environment (client). This information is then used to formulate search 
criteria for information to push to the user. This information is then received and 
presented to the user; paragraph 0051 : Here, a user profile is used to store information 
about a user). 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 34-36 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The Outlook reference has been added to address the limitations of these claims. 

Conclusion 

10. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R Stork whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (7:00-3:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (703) 308-5465. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2178 
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